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Gschwandtner begins by warning that the two “loaded” terms found in the 
title (postmodernism and apologetics) are, for many, incompatible. If apolo-
getics LVDVVKHFRQWHQGVDbĴPLOLWDQWGHIHQVHĵRI&KULVWLDQEHOLHIVRUDW
OHDVWRIWKHH[LVWHQFHRIDbPRQRWKHLVWLF*RGDQGpostmodernismDbĴPLOL-
tant rejection” of any such worldview, how then can the two be reconciled? 
What’s more, of the twelve twentieth-century philosophers covered in the 
book’s thirteen chapters, how many could rightly be characterized as ei-
ther postmodernists or apologists, let alone both?
These are the questions that Gschwandtner opens with. If the read-
HUPDLQWDLQV Db VHFRQGFHQWXU\ YLHZ RI DSRORJHWLFV DQG Db V YLHZ RI
postmodernism, these questions will remain unanswered. If, however, we 
VWUHWFKRXUXQGHUVWDQGLQJRIDSRORJHWLFVWRWKHH[SORUDWLRQDQGMXVWLğFD-
tion of faith within contemporary thought, and limit our understanding of 
postmodernism to skepticism towards metanarratives (and of objective, 
distantiated truth claims), we see how the two may relate. And, on these 
terms, they do.
Postmodern Apologetics? LVDbFRPSHOOLQJVWXG\RIKRZWZHQWLHWKFHQWX-
ry philosophy stemming from the phenomenological tradition has impact-
ed on, and enabled, contemporary trends within philosophy of religion. 
The book is in three parts: “Preparations,” “Expositions” and “Appropria-
WLRQVĵ3DUW (“Preparations”) outlines the foundational contributions of 
three major thinkers: Heidegger, Levinas and Derrida. While often charac-
terized by their ambivalence towards theological questions and concerns 
within their oeuvres, these three philosophers are seen by Gschwandtner 
to have set the groundwork for contemporary debates on both religious 
experience and religious language. Part 2 (“Expositions”) considers how 
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WKH SKHQRPHQRORJLFDO LGHDOV LGHQWLğHG LQ 3DUW  ZHUH H[SRXQGHG XSRQ
E\DbYDULHW\RIFRQWHPSRUDU\)UHQFKWKLQNHUVUDQJLQJIURPWKHODWH3DXO
5LFRHXUWR(PPDQXHO)DOTXH3DUW (“Appropriations”) tracks how key 
aspects of twentieth-century continental philosophy have recently been 
appropriated by three philosophers in the United States for the purpose of 
IRUPXODWLQJDbPRGHUQ&KULVWLDQapologia. 
PART 1: “PREPARATIONS”
7KHIRFDOSRLQWRI3DUWLVWKHFRPPHQWDU\RI+HLGHJJHULQWKHğUVWFKDS-
ter. Gschwandtner maintains that various aspects of Heidegger’s ontology 
set the phenomenological context in which all subsequent thinkers oper-
DWHGĴHYHQZKHQDVSHFWVRIKLVWKRXJKWZHUHFKDOOHQJHGĵ
*VFKZDQGWQHU EHJLQV E\ RIIHULQJ Db SUÓFLV RI ZKDW VKH WHUPV+HL-
degger’s phenomenology of religion. Her emphasis is placed on two 
IXQGDPHQWDOFRQFHSWVZKLFKZRXOGEHVHHQWRLPSDFWRQWKH)UHQFKDQG
$PHULFDQEDVHGSKLORVRSKHUVGLVFXVVHGLQODWHUFKDSWHUV7KHğUVWRIWKHVH
is Heidegger’s understanding of onto-theo-logy as derived from his “decon-
struction of the metaphysical tradition.” Here, Heidegger contends that 
RQWRORJ\DQGWKHRORJ\KDGEHHQSUREOHPDWLFDOO\FRQĠDWHGIURPWKHYHU\
RULJLQVRIPHWDSK\VLFV%\SURSRVLQJDbFRQFHSWXDOGLVWDQFLQJRIWKHWZR
modes of thought, Heidegger is seen by Gschwandtner to have “opened 
DbGLIIHUHQWZD\WRVSHDNDERXWWKHGLYLQHĵ7KLVLQWXUQKDVHQDEOHG
PXFKRI WKH WKLQNLQJRI0DULRQ DQG Db KRVW RI RWKHUPRUH ĴUHOLJLRXVO\
motivated,” theorists. 
The second crucial concept, stemming from Heidegger’s hermeneu-
tical writings, is his understanding of truth as aletheia (or “un-conceal-
ment”). Truth, in this respect, is seen as distinct from the objective, ver-
LğDEOH WUXWK VRXJKW E\ WKHQDWXUDO VFLHQFHV7KRXJK DQRIWHQQHJOHFWHG
feature of Heidegger’s work, Gschwandtner correctly observes that his 
“existential” understanding of truth (and the concept of meditative think-
ingZKLFKIROORZVIURPLWRIIHUVDbEDVLVIRUWZHQWLHWKFHQWXU\KHUPHQHXWL-
cal philosophy. This chapter discusses neither the romantic hermeneutical 
origins of this line of enquiry, nor how it was later developed by H. Gad-
amer. It does however convincingly argue that this is perhaps Heidegger’s 
greatest contribution to critical theory, underpinning the critiques of art 
laid out by Marion and &KUÓWLHQ  DQGKHDYLO\ LQIRUPLQJ5LFRHXUĳV
FRQFHSWXDOGLVWLQFWLRQEHWZHHQĴYHULğFDWLRQĵDQGĴPDQLIHVWDWLRQĵ
The remaining two chapters in this section outline the philosophies 
of Levinas and Derrida, and their contribution to religious thought. Due 
to the early emphasis placed on the legacy of Husserlian  phenomenology, 
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the reader senses that these two theorists do not offer the same foun-
dational contribution that Heidegger was seen to have. Indeed, as with 
WKHGLVFXVVLRQVLQ3DUWPXFKRIWKHDQDO\VLVRI/HYLQDVDQGWRDbOHVV-
er extent Derrida) centers on the expansion and/or rejection of Hei-
GHJJHUĳV JURXQGZRUN2I SDUWLFXODU LQWHUHVW LQ&KDSWHU  KRZHYHU LV
Gschwandtner’s expansive commentary on Levinas’s “critique of phe-
QRPHQRORJ\ĵDQGKRZLWHQJHQGHUHGDbQHZDQGODVWLQJXQGHUVWDQGLQJRI
alterity
PART 2: “EXPOSITIONS”
Part 2 is comprised of seven chapters and examines the thought of six 
WZHQWLHWKFHQWXU\ )UHQFK SKLORVRSKHUV 5LFRHXU0DULRQ+HQU\&KUÓ-
WLHQ/DFRVWHDQG)DOTXH&KDSWHUVWRDUHHDFKGHGLFDWHGWRDbVHSDUDWH
WKHRULVWDQGIROORZDbVLPLODUVFKHPD(DFKFKDSWHURIIHUVDbVKRUWUHYLHZRI
WKHSKLORVRSKHUĳVPRUHUHOLJLRXVO\FHQWHUHGSXEOLFDWLRQV)ROORZLQJWKLV
Gschwandtner provides an in-depth analysis of how their work built upon 
WKH WKHRUHWLFDO FRQFHSWV IURP3DUW LQRUGHU WRH[SORUH WKHQDWXUH DQG
“viability” of religious experience (and its articulation within text, art and 
contemporary culture). 
In line with the focus of this edition of Text Matters, let us consider in 
some detail Gschwandtner’s chapter on Paul Ricoeur, entitled “A God of 
Poetry and Superabundance.”
&KDSWHU  EHJLQV ZLWK Db JHQHUDO RYHUYLHZ RI 5LFRHXUĳV HQFRXQWHUV
with religious (or, rather, biblical) texts and criticism. While the chapter 
WRXFKHVEULHĠ\RQKLVSXEOLFDWLRQV IURP WKHVRQSULPDU\ V\PEROV
ļDVZHOODVKLVZRUNRQSRHWLFGLVFRXUVHIURPWKHVļ
WKHIRFXVLVSODFHGVTXDUHO\RQ5LFRHXUĳVODWHDXWRELRJUDSKLFDOUHĠHFWLRQV
IURPWKHVDQGSDUWLFXODUO\KLVDQDO\VLVRIWKHUHODWLRQVKLSEHWZHHQ
philosophy and religion (as presented in Oneself as Another, Critique and 
Conviction and Living up to Death). 
This chapter proposes that Ricoeur’s two main contributions to twen-
WLHWKDQGWZHQW\ğUVWFHQWXU\&KULVWLDQSKLORVRSK\ZHUHKLVH[SORUDWLRQ
of biblical discourse and his analysis of the division between critique and 
conviction)URPKLVHDUO\FRUSXV*VFKZDQGWQHUKLJKOLJKWV5LFRHXUĳVDV-
sertion that biblical language utilizes polyphonic and hyperbolic rhetoric 
LQRUGHUWRHQJHQGHUDbQHZUHYHODWRU\XQGHUVWDQGLQJRIWKHWH[W*RGDQG
the world: “Ricoeur calls it ‘biblical polyphony’ and insists that the mul-
WLSOHYRLFHVKHDUGDUHLPSRUWDQWDQGVKRXOGEHKRPRJHQL]HGLQWRDbVLQJOH
univocal voice. God is named in many ways and this naming is therefore 
FRPSOH[DQGPXOWLIDFHWHGĵļ
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)URPKLVODWHUZRUN*VFKZDQGWQHUUHĠHFWVRQ5LFRHXUĳVFRQFHSWXDO
GLYLVLRQ EHWZHHQ SKLORVRSK\ DQG WKHRORJ\ ,Q WKH VXEVHFWLRQ Ĵ$&RQ-
trolled Schizophrenia” she examines the reasons why throughout his ca-
UHHU5LFRHXUPDLQWDLQHGDbĴZDWHUWLJKWGLYLVLRQĵEHWZHHQKLVSKLORVRSKLFDO
ERG\RIZRUNDQGKLVELEOLFDOKHUPHQHXWLFV'UDZLQJXSRQKLV ODWH
autobiographical publications, Gschwandtner argues that Ricoeur came to 
recognize the stark “and in many ways false” opposition between philo-
VRSKLFDO DQDO\VLV DQG WKHRORJLFDO UHĠHFWLRQ7KLV FKDSWHU FRQFOXGHV WKDW
5LFRHXUZDVXOWLPDWHO\XQDEOHWRĴUHVROYHWKHGLFKRWRP\ĵEHWZHHQ
these two modes of thought. She however proposes that, through his ex-
ploration of the relationship between philosophical critique and religious 
conviction5LFRHXUSURYLGHVDbSODWIRUPIRUFRQWHPSRUDU\WKHRULVWVWREHW-
WHUXQGHUVWDQGWKHQDWXUHRIELEOLFDOGLVFRXUVHDVZHOODVDbQRQSRVLWLYLVW
understanding of religious Truth which it elicits).
This chapter pursues two, perhaps incompatible, objectives. On the 
one hand, Gschwandtner seeks to offer an introduction to Ricoeur’s 
weighty contributions to biblical theology. On the other, she is intent on 
breaking new ground, and exploring how his later publications may be 
used to augment his earlier understanding of truth as “manifestation.” 
$VUHJDUGVKHUğUVWDLP*VFKZDQGWQHUIRFXVHVRQVHYHUDOSDUWLFXODUIDF-
HWVRI5LFRHXUĳVELEOLFDOKHUPHQHXWLFVLQOLHXRIRIIHULQJDbPRUHVXSHUğFLDO
RYHUYLHZ$VDbUHVXOWVKHFRQFHQWUDWHVRQKLVXQGHUVWDQGLQJRIWH[WXDOSR-
lyphony and “limit expressions.” While her commentary on Ricoeur can be 
lauded for its clarity and concision, it fails to consider how Ricoeur’s concep-
tual understanding of biblical polyphony and parabolic limit expressions derived 
from (and is wholly reliant upon) his non-religious/linguistic understanding 
RIPHWDSKRUDQGPHWDSKRULFSUHGLFDWLRQ7KLVVHHPVDbQRWDEOHRPLVVLRQQRW
OHDVWDVWKHUHPDLQGHURIWKHFKDSWHUZRXOGSUHVXPHDbULJLGFRQFHSWXDOVHSD-
ration between Ricoeur’s religious and non-religious theories. 
The second half of the chapter looks at the relevance of Ricoeur’s au-
WRELRJUDSKLFDOUHĠHFWLRQVDQGLQWHUYLHZVSDUWLFXODUO\WKRVHIRXQGLQCri-
tique and ConvictionZKLFKKDYHJDUQHUHGVLJQLğFDQWDWWHQWLRQLQUHFHQW
years. Though the subjects of religious experience and religious truth were 
rarely the primary focus of Ricoeur’s work, Gschwandtner ably demon-
strates how Ricoeur’s later publications can be used to expand the rel-
evance of his earlier work in this direction.
PART 3: “APPROPRIATIONS”
7KHWKLUGDQGğQDOSDUWRIPostmodern Apologetics? focuses on three no-
WDEOH$PHULFDQ&KULVWLDQSKLORVRSKHUV 0HUROG:HVWSKDO -'&DSXWR
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and Richard Kearney) who have, in recent years, adopted and popular-
ized elements of the phenomenological tradition. Gschwandtner contends 
WKDWDVWKHWKUHHDUHZULWLQJWRDbVRPHZKDWVNHSWLFDO$PHULFDQUHDGHUVKLS
they are similarly driven to demonstrate the potential value of twentieth-
FHQWXU\)UHQFKSKLORVRSK\WRFRQWHPSRUDU\$PHULFDQ&KULVWLDQVWXGLHV
These three chapters open by considering the centrality of Heideggerian 
ontology and Derridean deconstruction theory within the respective phi-
ORVRSKLHV RI:HVWSKDO&DSXWR DQG.HDUQH\*VFKZDQGWQHU JRHV RQ WR
HVWDEOLVK WKDW:HVWSKDO DQG&DSXWR LQ SDUWLFXODU DSSURSULDWH FRQFHSWV
SUHYDOHQWZLWKLQ)UHQFKWKRXJKWLQRUGHUWRH[SORUHWKHSUREOHPVRIIDLWK
LQDbSRVWPRGHUQZRUOG
This section ends by considering the deeply hermeneutical nature of 
contemporary continental philosophy of religion, as well as the “similari-
ties and parallels” between the various projects presented in the book’s 
WKUHHSDUWV1RWDEO\*VFKZDQGWQHUPDLQWDLQVWKDWIURP/HYLQDVWR&DSX-
WRWKHUHLVDbVKDUHGLQWHUHVWLQWKHXVHRIH[FHVVLYHRUK\SHUEROLFODQJXDJH
DVDbPHDQVRIDUWLFXODWLQJUHOLJLRXVTruth:
The one thing almost all of these ways of speaking about the divine and 
religious experience have in common is that such experience is always 
GHSLFWHG LQVXSHUODWLYHIRUPV,WVHHPVWKDWDbGHIHQVHRIIDLWKRUHYHQ
DbPHUH XVH RI UHOLJLRXV LPDJHU\ DXWRPDWLFDOO\ SXVKHV ODQJXDJH WR WKH
YHU\OLPLWV
Postmodern Apologetics? VXFFHHGVDVDbJHQHUDO LQWURGXFWLRQWRDbQXPEHU
RI WKH PDLQ WKHRULVWV ZKR KDYH LQVWLJDWHG RU LQIRUPHG Db ZLGH UDQJH
of debates within twentieth-century philosophy of religion. Questions 
UHPDLQ DV WR ZKHWKHU WKH )UHQFK DQG $PHULFDQ SKLORVRSKHUV VHOHFWHG
VKDUHDbFRKHUHQWRUHYHQFRQQHFWHGapologetic initiative. Nonetheless, 
Gschwandtner successfully demonstrates the legacy of the phenomeno-
logical tradition within their works, and how they relate to one another. 
Her argument that these philosophies share an underlying interest in the 
boundaries (and superlative expression) of religious experience is also 
DbSURYRFDWLYHRQHDQGKDVLPSRUWDQWLPSOLFDWLRQVIRUFRQWHPSRUDU\KHU-
meneutical scholarship.
Brought to you by | Uniwersytet Lodzki
Authenticated
Download Date | 4/29/15 4:29 PM
